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etlftlM iJej 8£llM 

Rf fae#, 1 2000 

fd’seh'J 

: 4-f 'Ji'iqufl < i u Ki' r '4 % ' l |eT % 37*1^1 k faqffcifl 
'hi'- r^R'1'1 "97 ci'iiu,"R^ % 

7lk*t 4 fa^R^F TT^TT—3Tf?m fawf I 


15/1/2000-44^4.—^ 1995 k W 717iffa?T 
7k9l7J/rRvtfr77 37f4RRR, 1975 RR1 4l9l^ (RTfalT 
R73J3lf ofTt R^RTR, '3R R7 RR 3n=t,dd 7TRT n I 

R*17 8# fa*tf7R1) faROIRd), 1995 RR ®TR 4 773lt £5 : 

yf^Ttr 


i. fa^rfarkrci rHurt srq^ r? t: 

(i) fafa°i7tifRq>i<l (fai4 571 %rkRT fkRRft kt^Fr 

wt)^ knfal 26-7-1995 srfai^n 4. 
y.slsl/24/94-95 5I7T kfa -Ji-iqiq) ‘pki^-h %'*{rl 
% 31«7R1 R5T k fa^facT fsfafalkfapT RR %4fa 

% 3nqioi R7 fanpiftTi (4 u, rr sk-i<i 4 ^<rq> rr 


fa^ft Tikten (fark ?n% ^ 7Rfam 4 ^>fi 
RRT 1?) R>T^ 1|R fadicfi 3 RT^, 2000 R?t 
3lfR7£RR1 71. 15/1/2000-44 r 4 £171 RR1 
9l4^fa-+ TJ^RT^TTTf ^tl 

(li) 9lfa«M-tl'SRI f9'ii°i» 26 1995^1 arfii^-q'ii 

71. R44/24/94-95 5171 7R*F1 Rf Rifat RR 
3 c4<g 1 Tjk q - dl Rlfa’ % RR k ffaRT RRT 11 

(ili) Mlfa4i|(l SI7I fa'll'* 12 iqHt, 1998 Rlt3#-17JR-l| 
71. 38/2/98-9,44 5171 -HHH R?t Rf 774811 Rlfal 
R^‘‘R*RR47l48nRTfal’’RRRRRl t'l 


(iv) 


TtTfaqiKl k 4R -JnqiTl •i ,i KI'«( (fal7l RTC 
RRS 571 4 RRR RRT t) % TpR % -37«T^1 RFT 4 


srfafaRR, 1975 RTt STJTjkt I % HlHI^h RTtR 
2939.30 cTSU 2939.50 % WcT R'flf 4 t, % 3RR1RT 

k Tktfam Ri^R7tm tjrrt rr trrtsit rjr; R/fa ^5 
Hl^-jlfa^ 7J5R1 RUTt fark fapfal 3 TTR, 
2000 RTTcT % TIRm, 377n»1PRT 4 wfam 
feRTRRI «TT I 


(v) 


32X7 GI/2000 


(1) 


ttrI^tt "k Tikfam hihi^j^ tfkP arfaifwi rfti 

RT719=F( 5) % 31^7, V17R1T7 % ^RRTRT 

W1 k 3TR 'RM fafafaRffalR TJR % 4fa R7 
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’HhI^TT fr^rf % 
dfqci TT^j TT^ 3T^rf>4 % fd it c^RT 

*1TI 

(vi} ¥ri>-rarft ^ t^ht 51% Tr*ft w 

pPnlo^T '5RT 3WT 

^RTTTttxt ^) ^ 3lhfWT6(2) %3p^fR 
f^R fdRsici ^ cpT tmm 5RH 

ft^TT I 


(xi) fwi 6(4) % ^ftt wifi % 

f?TR f^ ql I ^ Id *1 % fTRfeTfecT 

3TRHia c bT/y Rl Plftr^ft ^T t 1'H) c tt113TT 

y^diqdl sft : — 

1. 3if^i %fo^dR, i 

2. ^#1 ^T M fccdl 

3. 


(vil) 


(viii) 


(ix) 


Tiftr^nfr % f^PTlTiiff^R %t?N % Tpft ^tt?t 
^ q^?TT^ (fdi^> otftt £RT 

^r[xt ^tr «*) *ft *ii4*iPicb 
*jqil T>t TT^> 3jf?T 3tTC <51^1 ^TRt ^1 ^ 
TfRhsr ^ ^Icil'H f^ff % HtcTT 3TC% fro fofiSRT 
■^T ^ % f^TR ^$11 


c^-sTh <sc 4K ^d=t> ^ *ihi\jd*> ( TTI<m I $TTI) 

^ TPTfelT '$raf*TTF%?T 

<ffa ^qf *TK?T 3 p; fq4tT>lif^H %<#T % 

^iHini ^7 "^T 31 Rt>Mi ^FTT ^TTI 


Trferrt ^ TrsrfacT tm % f^n* frrR 
6(4) % 3ij«k Pi^fdRsid ^TRT PWachl tt^t 
yVHI^crtl :— 


1. HlfqpfNd 'SpTFT 

3. ^TT ^Hd ^'fHchel T^ti R4HHli 

^fFT 

4. fiunl^R ^ tw 

Pd4Hp ET i 


5. aitfdMSlsft %?m %f*FFd*T 
*9T#T 


7. ftRR^^fe^R Tn^ tcR, f^IPT^ 

TTSJTfo, f^Vl Pi'hIci^ % ^T Mfqiq 

^f^TTI 


(x) 


ferft f^T?T % ^jTRRT Mt fWT 

6(2 ) % 3T^^ 3TR^^ ^ 

TTt <ifT( ^TT% ^TTt % Piqlci^T/^rMlc;^ ^ 

f^rffer Trmeft ^t ^ 

■^TTW fq>qj T RT «TT I Piqlct^T 

^tr ^Tfroi ^frr ttRi, 


fl 'T d l -^t -g^t 7#7T ^7T % <£d 131 W 

^rt 7 ^ *ftl 


4. %fe^l, 


5. 


TTRTRt 


6. TlTP, TIW 



8. ^WT, 


9. ohfoBl chidl, ■yit 

10. piq>*ld^ fM^Hcd, «IR 

11. °hifd did *iftidid, qq^ 

12 . 


13. ^ ft %fRqFdH, 

14. TTT^ TT^ - chH'il, 

15. 

16. ^Pm^i 

17. ^ifeq %fHchHH, H§'ki«£ 

^T«rrfT, ^f ^ frnift?r 5m ^ 

yjf-liqdl 3 tR ^FR f^TT % I 

(xii) H^iqdl sft 

nil^R'cw ^ ^ftchTTf %., ^rr («nt) 
fcT., *1 ^fd^^ f^r. 

wrfFjfe^cTI^lifnd f I 'ilddIVd T?^n=r m 

<=hHPiciT % ferffer 5m *5 tr 11 

(xiii) yif^ohid ^ sztrt % ^Rriil ^ 3iR^R> 
: FftRTach4^^^’#^^i^dH 3cWfHFFT 

Pi chid'l % IcdM, 3frt TTIRP^T dl l t R <r41^)d RrloSIdi 

% 3TTVR *fRd ^ TTFTTTt q^ii^l 
3% cT'lcl Ri°hld^ % %R Ht“ cTFTcT ^ 

«it i 

(xiv) yiRi^id % 6-11-2000 *HictaPi<h grqi^ 

i<i)Rna ^ «ft 11*1 ^TRf ^Tf ^fe^TT 

feT. ^fk^FRf ^fcd^ci % yfclPiMf 

% HFTf^IT «TT I 



C^nn i— 


MTOT TO TmTO : sRnmro 
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ynfe fe mn fe meft Rrffe fe to srffen fron 

T PTT «n fX fe TO ffefe Xt fetRao fe fTTO Xi Xt ffen feft 
Hltfe TOT fe TOTO fXf f l ^ RTfe TO TO RefiX fe TO eft 
fX fe ffefefe HlfSX OT TOTO fXf RTI ffefe* Xt TOnX fe fe 
TO TO 3Tffe*T felT TOT ^TT fX fe TO TO afe TOff 

Xn 

TOTOTOT fe tfefTOn i%nTO5 TOfe TO TOfd fXn Rf RTTOt 
% aifenfen tot ^ilfe^ife £Ri toX n^ nRmfe nroet % to fe* 

TOe1<R RvUTJ Rf sqfe f^n«T& nXf £TR ffefeTOT X ffetr <31 eft 

totto fet i 

(xv) to fXfeRn nnTO Xn % yfeTOnife Xr nXfe i 
arfeeT, 1998 fe 30 ffenTO, 1999 TOB fe I 

(xvi) TOTO 0 tfeRRlRefe XffeRR 16 % TORR, TO ffeRX 

% ffef ffen nX/TOTR TO IfenR fXRT 

RRT RT X> RRT W nfe Xt TORn TORT 

RRT RT XXTOTO RRT Ifewfaffe TO feTOftwfe 
fe affeo IfeRK fXRT RRT % I 

RJ, XlejX^X ffefeciXT, 3 TTOTcfXt cMT 3 RR f^cT^Rgf RS[ft 
% ffe^fTT RSJT RTf£PFTfe ■gTTT ^ 5 TT^ 

2 . RteJ ^d'Pl, [fefedXf, RTRidXi RRT 3 RR ffeoR£ Rfe 
TOT fXTT RTt dHffefe Xt Xt TO tfe TO TO ffenK fXRT RRl 
t Xfe; ^t tor-tort rtott rrt t, TT^r^m to to fenn 
feRRTXf fe RTlfRX Rfe X % I 

R. rRTOlfenTOTTO 

3 . fXRRlfen TOTR TT^T RRTR TOf % Rfe fe fXfe fe 
tfenrosTOT ^^^^f^qTTprrt i ftraRT^N 3 ?qT^ ?t«it 
RRPT ^5^ff % ^nt ^ T T^t 3 TftRjf^?r -felT tjtt 3^ ftspif 
3 RrfN^TR^T^ t I 

4. ^ ^rHt ^f, RTf^TTf % PfHfetfVd ^ 

RteJ ^TPl % dtn % ^1 ^ RPTT "I : — 

* ifeRT fetter 

* '^FJ^ST %o 

5 . % ^T^RT ^?RT^f ^ eTFTd frokw ?T*TT ^f?T 

^rTT 'arRfct % f^ feRT qj | 

^TT^f ^ ^pn ‘ 5 RJ?T «ft I ^T cfTMfH^’ ^T 

'idlldi M 1 RT fMt^l§f^H TT^TT %^#T % 3 TO cpT TT^ 
%RR1 ^R?n ^TTI 3 RT. ^ ^TqiRRT ^ fwff % 

am % hRr 11 

T TO 

6. RTf'RRTO % tirci 9 ^f» (1 ) (R) % 3 TJRK RTHP1 

:c JeR «pi 'R^ft ^T?T 'Pprfd^f 3 Wl^f^PTf 


^sft «ff I cT«nfq, ftRft ^ f^!^% inftWRt ^ ^rRWffi^T 
3fR ^ "3^ ^11 l 3T?t: TTlpTORt RtT ftrRR ^ f% 

^«*V& ^Tt ^ fRRTt ^ fi^idRo % Pi^i4l ^T*^t RfepMdl % 
3RJRTC RTftrRnft r^4Vm rf? fTOT 11 

7. Rt^^TRT % <s?Mi^i 3 ft nR^Rld eTPTd 3qTRR R7 

RTRFR TJeR % ^ ^JpfT ^5?T ^ 11 Slfiwrft % 

T PTO^ Pl’Hia°hl ^ 3T\7 ^ ^ ^f <<3d 

^tt sjH^I< 1 Wt % f^tr Rfe#m eTFTd % 

3TFRR RT RRR1 i|eR R^T f^hRT feRT % I 

8. ^>1 ^ 7TT 3Tt^ RR "5RI R^feld 

% 3TTRTC RT fdRfct XIH cl\ RR RTR1 f^RTf % I ^jX Xli % fXX 
Rt fRRW X cT«n , RRd ftfRft Mt aqjRld^ % frofcr ^RcT % 
X Xl^ tj-cpil 1»TRJd Xt %, RTftTRiRf X ^ ^ 

RH 3TTi RRT ^Til RPBfRTd <r^HI % 3TRTR RT Pi'Xci XlMa RR 

fen 1 1 rrt ^ fRRfn XYptf PraTeT^ X - Irtr; Rrg^ff 
RTt xk Xm ?rRTft %f^5 # ^ PdXd XtRR RR RFTTRt^H 
fXRT RRT % fed fe ffeeft Rtfe fen RRRfe 7 R1N % 
fetfet fe RKcT R aqmmfe* % 3TR^fen fe fefe ^XT ffent 
RRTt i 

9. TO RRTR^ fnfeffe ffefn fend 3fe 'HIHR ^[eR fe 
RnriRmFin fepfe % to r rttot tot % i 

10. feX tots fei X fXfe fe IrofroT X ^TOT fe % 
ffe RTlfefe % 34J31R TO tot nfe Itot % TOffe^ RlftlTOTt X 

STTO- ReFT ffetcfe % ffe Ml<di Rife TO InfeRT fet fen 
^ 1 fen fen fe fefe fe fnfe n X fe tor X' fefe fe 
^inidcB X fe naRMTcf; ^tot R^n nfe fet, toIXm, rw f r 
^jto fe fefn fenn % fen fefer fern nfe % fero ^ 

RTfnTOTt ^ fef xlH TOeTTO RTOT TO ^TR TRTT ^ fex RTTRRI 

ReR TO jelit Rffet fe<Hd ferfn TOtTO %‘RTmfe % 1 TO feRT 

X RTTO RTffe TO fenTfRR TOT ReTO — 

TOTTf 

npn fefe 


(Infer XIno to nffem) 
fefeffern 99.66% 

%fen 122.79% 

TO. ferTRTOTO>rWlrR<^ TOfej 

11. to tort sniffer fen fe feej^ nfen Xt rTOto 
TOXfefefeRTnfef fefe^fTTfe^nifefefe^fe 
r 3nfef % toto fen nfe Rffeff i fee^^fen TO rTOto 
nfe fe fefe 34 rrt fe TOfe Rmfe fe TOen ^rr 

fem RTfetfe ^JeTO TO fellR fe RTOTT11 nfe, fee^ 

fen Xt fn: fe^ fe tok Xt nrfro Xlnof to fe 

to to fe (feft fen fenn nfe t) fe rtot fe ^rorm 
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T^Fft RRRcft f ^sitR Rfft <jf3a f^t R^RcT 

^ ^TcRlftlR)' RTR I? I RtcL ^fm 'Sr^nf^cT RR% RTrT 3TTf?JR> 
Hl4q5l 3 TtR RTcR TJRTC, Rft R?T^ iR, % ftlR RTHRTt*ft 
RRTRT RRR R>t 31 TR?RRkTI R^f f I 

RRTfR, Pif^^. riTr^h) 'gR! Rft t t^ wr ^ 'Rfa ^ ^ 

Hl-ii % £KT TOt 1 1 Rit ^ ^rf?T ^T RcTT ^ddl i? "^RTfe 
W^FT HlMqsf y<;f$m ^tcTT t RRT : 

(i) sm R^R^* rrt faR ^ % 

RlfRT ^ pKi'^d 3R^ ^ ; 

(ii) ^R R>I f®Tstft R>7nd <i^oht cTPTcT ^ 

RTFl RiR t f^RFF Rf^TTRR^R ^dW r 7 
fTrfk RFT t; 

(lii) RtR^ ^dW RRR % ROT 3TRRT RTt 3PRTT ^ 

fotr afaci TrrfRR d d^r rri % i 
(1?) 3drTRf^4 

12 . Rdfar rt f^R rr% % ifwfl rs ftPRrf 
Pl3>ici^ i| fe — 

(RO RR^^?T%TJeT%RT RFT ^ P^ffcRI fa 4)M^Rn 

RRT%; 

(Rf) Rftj eTPJ^RT^Rtdt R5t RRTRT RR iRRT 'R1RRT 

dt ^WF i r 7 ^rfir R^^nt; 

(R ) RlR HT^RRRddt '^eR7R^t RRTRT RR ftRTWRUTcft 
dtR *HRl<3 T T a RT R T ^ 3RRT?ff % ROTT R^ ^dPl R?t $# 

R^ftl 

13. R^ ^fam RR^T <nicf ] o' fF R^R % ^rf % RT RTT d 
fWfdd faRpFTffaR TTR %Rfa % 3?PTTcff RT eTF£ RTFRlRt 
^JeRT RTt oTRt T?9% Rft fawRV! Rft RTtr I RTHR^dt 

. RrRIR 3 ^IWlRgq RRRfd dEft I 


?FRR. 

^cRTR RR RTR 

*FRT% 3TRRRft ^TcR/ftFRTT. 

1. 


5.71 

2. 


6.86 


14. TR ^ f^TR 3TFTPft RR R^R RtRT^Jc^' 

3rf¥RRR, 1962 ^ 3?^fm Rl-RT^T fRRTR ^RT W 3T[R)fcdd 
fR^IPjfTM ETR TtRT 3fk #RT^^ %PW Rp^pRR, 1975 

RRT 3,3^, 8^,9 3^ 9R^%RFd 
RRt RtRT^^ TTTfReT df^t I 

15. ^R 3TT^T % 3TRtcT RpRpTRR % 

3FJRR #RT^R7 Rd W$ (fRRRR) mtefd 

' :: RTRTfRRR 1f7 I % RRST "??RR Rd ^TT R^jRl I 

ReT. A RRT^fR, PiR^ RTfRRRft 


MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING 
. AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 1st December, 2000 

Final Findings 

Subject : Sunset Review regarding of anti-dumping 
duty imposed on Theophylline & Caffeine 
originating in or exported from China PR— 
Final findings. 

15/1/2000-DGAD. —Having regard to the Customs 
Tariff Act 1975 as amended in 1995 and the Custom Tar¬ 
iff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti¬ 
dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determina¬ 
tion of Injury) Rules, 1995, thereof; 

A. Procedure 

1 The procedure described below has been : 

(i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter also 
referred to as Authority), issued a public notice 
vide Notification No. 15/1/2000-DGAD dated 
the 3rd March, 2000 initiating Sunset Review 
(also hereinafter referred to as review) of anti¬ 
dumping duty recommended on imports of 
Theophylline & Caffeine (hereinafter referred 
to as subject goods) originating in or exported 
from China PR vide notification No. ADD/ 
24/94-95 dated 26-7-95. 

(ii) The investigations concluded by the Authority 
vide Notification No. ADD/24/94-95 dated the 
26th July 1995 have been referred to as “the 
previous investigations”; 

(in) The review investigations concluded by the 
Authority vide notification No. 38/2/98-add 
dated 12th November, 1998 has been referred 
to as “mid-term review investigations”; 

(iv) The Authority issued a public notice dated 3rd 
March, 2000 published in the Gazette of India, 
Extraordinary, initiating review of anti 
dumping duty concerning imports of 
Theophylline & Caffeine classified under 
custom heading 2939.30 and 2939 50 of 
Schedule I of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 
originating in or exported from China PR (also 
referred to as the subject country hereinafter); 

(v) In accordance with Section 9A(5) of the 
Custom Tariff Act relating to review, the 
Central Government extended the levy of anti¬ 
dumping duty in force on Theophylline & 
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Caffeine from China PR for a period of one 
year pending review; 

(vi) The Authority forwarded a copy of the public 
notice to all the known exporters (whose 
details were made available by the petitioners) 
and gave them an opportunity to make their 
views known in waiting in accordance with 
the rule 6(2); 

(vii) The Authority also forwarded a copy of the 
public notice to all the known consumers of 
Theophylline & Caffeine (whose details were 
made available by petitioners in the previous 
investigations) and advised them to make their 
views known in writing within forty days from 
the date of issue of the letter; 

(vm) Request was made to the Central Board of 
Excise and Customs (CBEC) & Director 
General of Commercial Intelligence & 
Statistics (DGCI&S) to arrange details of 
imports of Theophylline & Caffeine made in 
India during the past three years, including the 
period of review, 

(ix) The Authority sent a questionnaire, to elicit 
relevant information, to the following known 
exporters, in accordance with Rule 6(4), 

1 Hunan Provincial Medicine, Hunan 

2. Shanghai Chemicals Import and Export 
Corpn., Shanghai 

3. China National Chemical Import and 
Export Corpon., Beijing 

4. Tianjin Medicines and Health Products, 
Tianjin 

5. Oningdao National Chemicals & 
Medicines, Shandong 

6 Wuhan Medicine & Health Products, 
Wuhan 

7 Jaingsu Medicine and Health, Jiangsu 

None of the exporters, however, filed response 
to the questionnaire, 

(x) The Embassy of the subject country in New r 
Delhi was informed about the initiation of the 
investigation in accordance with rule 6(2) with 
a request to avise the exporters/producers from 
their country to respond to the questionnaire 
within the prescribed time A copy of the letter, 
petition and questionnaire sent to the exporters 
was also sent to the Embassy, alongwith a list 
of known exporters/producers; 

(xi) A questionnaire was sent to the following 
importers/representatives and/or consumers of 


Theophylline and Caffeine in India calling for 
necessary action in accordance with rule 6(4) . 

1. Ahinsha Chemicals, Bombay 

2. Embassy of China, New Delhi 

3. German Remedies, Bombay 

4. Cadila, Ahmedabad 

5. Meridian Enterprises, Navasari 

6. Kopran, Raigad 

7 Unimed Technologies, 

8. Panjon, Indore 

9. Coca Cola, Pune 

10. Nicholas Piramal, Dhar 
11 Kantilal Mani Lai, Bombay 

12. Meda Pharma, Chennai 

13. SU VI Chemicals, Bombay 
14 J Shah & Company, Bombay 

15. FDC, Bombay 

16. Pepsico Foods, Sangrur 

17. Salvi Chemicals, Maharashtra 

However, none of the above have filed 
responses to the questionnaire in the 
prescribed format; 

(xii) The questionnaire was sent to the domestic 
industries comprising of, M/s. Bakul 
Aromatics and Chemicals Ltd., Kores (I) Ltd., 
M/s Valiant Industries Ltd. and M/s. Suvan 
Pharmaceuticals. The first three companies 
mentioned herein responded in the prescribed 
format, 

(xiii) The Authority conducted on the spot 
investigation at the premises of the domestic 
industry to the extent considered necessary. 
Cost investigations were also conducted to 
w ork out constructed cost of production and 
cost to make and sell the subject goods in India 
on the Generally Accepted Accounting 
Principles, 

(xiv) The Authority held a public hearing on 
6-11-2000. Representatives of M/s. Kores 
India Ltd., and M/s. Valiant Industries Ltd., 
attended the hearing 

They were requested to file written 
submissionsof the views expressed orally The 
parties were advised to collect copies of the 
views expressed by the opposing parties and 
were requested to offer their rebuttals 
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The Authority kept available non-confidential 
version of the evidence presented by various 
interested parties in the form of a public file 
maintained by the Authority and kept open for 
inspection by the interested parties; 

(xv) Period of investigation for the purpose of this 
Sunset Review investigation was from April 
1, 1998 to 30th September, 1999; 

(xvi) In accordance with Rule 16 of the Rules supra, 
the essential facts^asis, considered for these 
findings were disclosed to all known interested 
parties and comments received on the same 
have also been duly considered in these 
findings. 

B. Views of Domestic Industry, Exporters, Importers 

and other interested parties and examination by 

authority 

2. The submissions made by domestic industry and 
other interested parties have been examined, considered 
and wherever appropriate have been dealt hereinafter in 
the relevant paragraphs. None of the exporters and 
importers participated in the investigation. 

C. Product under Consideration 

3. There is no argument raised by any interested 
party with regard to product under consideration and like 
article. The final findings notified earlier with regard to 
the product under consideration and like articles remain 
unchanged. 

D. Domestic Industry 

4. In the investigations conducted the Authority has 
considered the following units as forming part of the 
domestic industry: 

• Kores India Ltd. 

• Bakul Aromatics and Chemicals Ltd. 

• Valiant Industries Ltd. 

5. The Authority requested the above mentioned 
producers to furnish costing and injury information. The 
information was filed by all the above producers. 
Collective production of these companies accounted for 
major proportion of the total production of Theophylline 
and Caffeine in India. These companies therefore, 
collectively constitute domestic industry within the 
meaning of the Rules. 

E. Dumping 

6. The Authority sent questionnaires to all the 
known exporters for the purpose of determination of 
normal value in accordance with section 9A(l)(c). 
However, none of the exporters responded to the Authority 
and have not furnished any information. The Authority, 
therefore, holds that none of the exporters from the subject 


countries have cooperated with the Authority as envisaged 
under the Rules. 

7. The domestic industry has furnished information 
with regard to normal value, based on constructed cost of 
production The normal value has been determined by the 
Authority on the basis of cost of production constructed 
for China PR in view of non-cooperation from the exporters 
from China PR 

8. The domestic industry has claimed export prices 
on the basis of data compiled by the DGCIS. Since none 
of the exporters from China PR and importers in India 
have furnished any information with regard to export price, 
the Authority has determined export price on the basis of 
the information compiled by the DGCIS. The CIF export 
price has been adjusted for ocean freight and insurance 
etc., to work out net export price, as has been done in the 
previous investigations in view of non-cooperation from 
the exporters from subject country and importers in India. 

9 The export price and normal value so determined 
have been considered as ex-works prices. 

10. Since none of the exporters from the subject 
country has responded to the Authority’s request for 
information, the Authority has not determined dumping 
margin for individual exporters. The Authority took into 
account the best information available, as none of the 
exporters from subject country and importers in India have 
furnished any factual information, for the purpose of fair 
comparison between the normal value and the export price 
and compared weighted average normal value with 
weighted average export price. The comparison shows 
dumping margin as under: 


Product 

Dumping Margin 


(% of export price) 

Theophylline 

99 66% 

Caffeine 

122.79% 


F. Injury and Causal Link 


11. It would be inappropriate to hold that the imports 
from the subject country would not cause injury to the 
domestic industry in the light of the economic parameters 
affecting the domestic industry. The improvement in any 
or all the economic parameters affecting the domestic 
industry could be a result of the existing anti-dumping 
duties. The injury to the domestic industry would, however, 
recur in case the product is being sold at dumped prices 
(as the situation is in the instant case) and the imports are 
entering at such prices in India which is significantly lower 
than the fair selling price of the domestic industry. The 
improvement in the economic parameters affecting the 
domestic industry if any does not warrant removal of anti¬ 
dumping duty. 
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However, the investigation conducted by Designated 
Authority has revealed injury suffered by the domestic 
industry caused by dumping from China which is reflected 
in various parameters such as— 

( 1 ) there has been fall in the sales realisation of 
the domestic industry on account of low selling 
prices resulting from price undercutting by 
exporters from subject country; 

(n) the selling price of the domestic industry is 
much below their cost of production resulting 
in financial losses being incurred by domestic 
industry; 

(in) the domestic industiy has been prevented from 
operating at full capacity and realise 
reasonable growth on account of dumping. 

G. Final Findings 

12 The Authority concludes, after considering the 
foregoing that: 

(a) Theophylline and Caffeine originating in or 
exported from the China PR has been exported 
to India below the normal value, 

(1)) The domestic industry is suffering material 
injury from dumped imports of subject goods 
from China PR, 


(c) The injury to the domestic industry would get 
intensified from imports from China PR in 
case the anti-dumping duty in force is 
removed. 

13. It is considered appropriate to recommend 
continuation of the anti-dumping duties in force on imports 
of Theophylline and Caffeine originating in or exported 
from China PR. The revised duties may come into force 
from the date of notification to be issued in this regard by 
the Central Government. The anti-dumping duty shall be 
the amounts mentioned in column 3 below : 


SI. 

No 

Name of product 

Amount in US $ 

0) 

(2) 

(3) 

1 . 

Theophylline 

5.71 

2. 

Caffeine 

6 86 


14 Landed value of imports for the purpose shall 
be the assessable value as determined by the customs under 
the Customs Act, 1962 and all duties of customs except 
duties levied under sections 3, 3 A, 8B, 9 and 9A of the 
Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 

15 An appeal against this order shall lie to the 
Customs, Excise and Gold (Control) Appellate Tribunal 
in Accordance with the Act supra. 

L V. SAPTHAR1SHI, Designated Authority 
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